Addressed/Resolved Significant Noncompliance (FY 2000)
EPA and State(by Region and Program)

Region Program RCRA ! CAA 2 CWA 3 PWss *
# SNC 1,468 2,880 1,657 3,649
All #Addressed/resolved 317 1,530 1,452 2,372
% Addressed/resolved 22% 53% 88% 65%
# SNC 165 129 152 222
1 #Addressed/resolved 24 27 131 173
% Addressed/resolved 15% 21% 86% 78%
# SNC 119 292 128 457
2 #Addressed/resolved 35 125 117 313
% Addressed/resolved 29% 43% 91% 68%
# SNC 56 107 104 322
3 #Addressed/resolved 5 48 90 180
% Addressed/resolved 9% 45% 87% 56%
# SNC 325 612 302 303
4 #Addressed/resolved 169 396 237 213
% Addressed/resolved 52% 65% 78% 70%
# SNC 308 615 436 604
5 #Addressed/resolved 35 239 394 357
% Addressed/resolved 11% 39% 90% 59%
# SNC 269 361 334 181
6 #Addressed/resolved 17 172 308 107
% Addressed/resolved 6% 48% 92% 59%
# SNC 84 97 98 188
7 #Addressed/resolved 11 47 83 168
% Addressed/resolved 13% 48% 85% 89%
# SNC 44 179 43 202
8 #Addressed/resolved 5 107 40 83
% Addressed/resolved 11% 60% 93% 41%
# SNC 82 259 27 271
9 #Addressed/resolved 11 245 22 106
% Addressed/resolved 13% 95% 81% 39%
# SNC 16 229 33 899
10 #Addressed/resolved 5 124 30 672
% Addressed/resolved 31% 54% 91% 75%

For each media, the # in SNC/HPV is beginning of year + new SNCs/HPVs.

1 For RCRA, SNCs resolved means either returned to full physical compliance or meeting a schedule.

2 For CAA the data is for individual violations, (SNCs) HPVs addressed means a formal enforcement action has been ta
3 For CWA, addressed means that the facility returned to non-SNC status on its own or received a formal enforcement
4 For PWSS, addressed means formal enforcement action has been taken
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Addressed/Resolved Significant Noncompliance (FY 2000)
EPA and State(by Region and Program)
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NPMS SNC Duration of SNCs (by Region)

SNC Duration of CWA SNCs Returning to Compliance in FY 2000
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NPMS Set 6: Time to Return from Significant Noncompliance (SNC) By State
For Facilities Returning From SNC During FY2000

US EPA/OECA/OC/EPTDD/IUTB January 2001

CAA CWA RCRA
6 mo. < 1yr. < 6 mo. < 1yr. < 6 mo. < 1yr. <
X <= 6 X <=1 X <= 2 X > 2 X <= 6 X <=1 X <= 2 X > 2 X <= 6 X <=1 X <= 2 X > 2
Region State mo. yr. yrs. yrs. mo. yr. yrs. yrs. mo. yr. yrs. yrs.
1 CT 4 1 1 1 1 2 3
MA 1 1 1 4 1 3 5 2 1 6 1
ME 3 5 3 2 3 3
NH 2 1 2 6 1 1
R1 2 3 1 1 1 1 4 2
VT 1 2 1 3
|Region 1 Total 3 8 | 8 5 19 4 9 11 2 12 8 4
2 NJ 4 4 7 29 23 2
NY 6 22 57 116 1 4 3 7 4 1 3 4
PR 1 3 2
VT 1
|Region 2 Total 10 26 64 146 4 4 3 7 28 3 3 6
3 DC 2
DE 1 2 4 1
MD 2 2 4 4 3 1
PA 1 1 6 31 21 6 4 11 1 1 2
VA 1 4 5 2 3 2 1 1
WV 9 2 2 10 1 1
|Region 3 Total 14 11 21 40 37 9 6 12 1 1 3
4 AL 11 10 4 5 21 10 16 9 4 6 2
FL 42 9 5 10 15 6 6 12 44 20 6
GA 19 10 10 4 11 1 4 1 27 20 4
KY 11 5 2 1 14 1 5 2 1 1
MS 2 4 10 6 10 2 1 3 4 2
NC 9 9 1 27 5 5 3 5 2
sc 23 32 17 1 7 3 2 4 11 6 1 2
N 8 10 4 33 3 1 2 7 3
|Region 4 Total 125 89 53 27 138 30 35 32 106 61 18 3
5 IL 5 22 13 17 14 4 3 4 1
IN 2 15 13 13 6 1 1 3 4 1 7
M1 1 23 11 16 3 7 12 2 3 1 1
MN 3 5 6 5 1 2 5 3 2
OH 6 5 6 52 13 11 4 3 1
Wi 12 13 19 8 1 2 1 3 1
|Region 5 Total 22 62 79 60 89 22 26 28 8 11 5 10
6 AR 9 9 13 7 1 2 3 1 2
LA 2 3 4 1 13 2 9 2 3 1
NM 1 1 1
oK 3 2 5 2 7 3 4 5 1
TX 11 32 26 10 38 9 6 10 1 5 4
|Region 6 Total 25 46 48 20 60 12 15 27 4 9 8
7 1A 13 3 5 5 11 3 2 1
KS 2 1 5 16 4 2 4 2 1
MO 1 35 20 3 4 1 1
NE 2 2 2 5 4 1 1 2 1
|Region 7 Total 16 5 8 45 49 15 12 7 2 2 3 1
8 co 3 13 4 2 10 1 1 1
MT 8 3 1 3 1
ND
Source: ID%& 2 2 - 60 - 1
uT 35 12 3 1 4 3 6 1




NPMS Set 6: Time to Return from Significant Noncompliance (SNC) By State
For Facilities Returning From SNC During FY2000

WY 3 3 4 3 1 1
|Region 8 Total 49 31 14 9 17 4 6 2 3 1 |
9 AZ 8 2 3 1 3 1 1 2 1 1

CA 71 47 39 67 4 2 4 1 1

H1 3 1 2 2 1

NV 4 2 11 9
|Region 9 Total 86 52 53 79 7 2 1 5 3 2 2 2 |
10 AK 1 1 2 3 2 3

ID 1 1 5 9 4 1 1

OR 4 3 2 1 1 1 1

WA 12 6 11 5 4 2 2 2 2
Region 10 Total 18 8 21 19 11 5 1 3 3 3 1
National Totals 368 338 369 450 431 107 114 134 160 95 53 34

Source: IDEA - 60 - US EPA/OECA/OC/EPTDD/IUTB January 2001



2-Year Recidivism Rates for SNCs Which Returned to Compliance During FY 1998
(CAA and RCRA Rates Only for Facilities Inspected Within 2 Years of RTC or Known to be Newly

SNC)
Recidivism for CAA SNCs Which RTC in FY CAA Recidivism Rates
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NPMS Set 7: Significant Noncompliance Two-Year Recidivism Rates By State For Facilities (a) Returning From SNC During FY1998, and
(b) Either Inspected Within Two Years of Their Return, or Whose SNC Status Was Found By Some Other Method
CAA CWA RCRA
. Facilities _Facilitie§ Rate of Facilities _Facilitie§ Rate of Facilities _Facilitie§ Rate of
Region State RTQ_From SNC in SNC Again Recidivism RTQ_From SNC in SNC Again Recidivism RTQ_From SNC in SNC Again Recidivism
in FY98 Within 2 Yrs in FY98 Within 2 Yrs in FY98 Within 2 Yrs
1 CT 1 1 100% 23 16 70% 2 1 50%
MA 3 0% 32 15 47% 3 0%
ME 2 1 50% 31 16 52% 1 0%
NH 1 0% 12 7 58%
R1 1 0% 7 6 86% 1 0%
VT 4 4 100% 1 1 100%
|Region 1 Total 8 2 25% 109 64 59% 8 2 25%
2 NJ 5 0% 18 4 22% 19 5 26%
NY 16 1 6% 90 51 57% 6 2 33%
PR 2 0% 5 5 100% 6 0%
VI 1 1 100% 1 0%
|Region 2 Total 23 1 4% 114 61 54% 32 7 22%
3 DC 3 0%
DE 6 0%
MD 20 1 5% 12 4 33%
PA 67 6 9% 47 19 40% 2 0%
VA 63 4 6% 13 6 46%
wv 30 2 7% 24 12 50% 2 0%
|Region 3 Total 189 13 7% 96 41 43% 4 0%
4 AL 20 15 75% 51 31 61% 6 0%
FL 43 17 40% 91 45 49% 33 7 21%
GA 53 11 21% 24 12 50% 13 5 38%
KY 9 1 11% 24 14 58% 11 3 27%
MS 7 2 29% 12 5 42% 2 0%
NC 40 3 8% 56 28 50% 4 0%
SC 44 9 20% 29 12 41% 12 5 42%
TN 15 5 33% 26 22 85% 9 2 22%
|Region 4 Total 231 63 27% 313 169 54% 90 22 24%
5 IL 75 22 29% 36 15 42% 1 0%
IN 62 12 19% 35 22 63% 13 0%
M1 87 7 8% 48 21 44% 8 2 25%
MN 8 2 25% 11 6 55% 3 0%
OH 59 8 14% 91 63 69% 3 0%
Wi 26 9 35% 20 7 35% 2 1 50%
|Region 5 Total 317 60 19% 241 134 56% 30 3 10%
6 AR 21 6 29% 14 7 50% 3 0%
LA 27 10 37% 52 33 63% 10 0%
NM 4 0% 3 2 67%
OK 8 1 13% 20 15 75% 2 0%
TX 115 39 34% 119 62 52% 7 0%
|Region 6 Total 175 56 32% 208 119 57% 22 0%
7 1A 6 1 17% 31 13 42%
KS 18 6 33% 14 6 43% 3 1 33%
MO 16 6 38% 36 22 61% 1 0%
NE 6 2 33% 6 4 67% 2 0%
|Region 7 Total 46 15 33% 87 45 52% 6 1 17%
8 co 9 1 11% 7 1 14% 1 1 100%
MT 18 3 17% 3 2 67%
ND 1 0%
SD 2 0% 3 1 33%
uT 1 0% 4 4 100%
WYy 2 0% 4 2 50%
|Region 8 Total 32 4 13% 22 10 45% 1 1 100%
9 AZ 3 3 100% 1 0%
CA 5 3 60% 7 1 14% 2 0%
H1
NV 1 0% 3 0%
|Region 9 Total 6 3 50% 13 4 31% 3 0%
10 AK 4 0% 6 4 67%
1D 14 2 14% 7 4 57% 1 0%
OR 10 0% 4 2 50%
WA 17 5 29% 19 6 32% 2 0%
[Region 10 Total 45 7 16% 36 16 44% 3 0% |
|National Average 1072 224 21% 1239 663 54% 199 36 18% |

Source:

1DEA
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FY 2000 Inspections at Regulated Facilities: EPA and State

Clean Air Act Reg 1 Reg 2 Reg 3 Reg 4 Reg 5 Reg 6 Reg 7 Reg 8 Reg 9 Reg 10 Total

Total EPA Program Inspections' at entire CAA

N A g _ p N N 116 231 114 106 204 166 129 112 51 55 1,284
universe® (excluding CFC insepctions).
Total EPA CFC Inspections 21 18 132 21 138 11 200 13 16 9 579
Total EPA Site Visit inspections3 at entire CAA 89 195 182 70 288 87 203 72 65 64 1.405
universe (including CFC insepctions). ’
Total EPA Site Visit Inspections at Major,
Synthetic Minor and all Part 61 NESHAP 29 78 37 46 114 46 78 52 28 37 545
sources®’.
Total State Site Visit Inspections5 at Major,
Sythetice Minor and all Part 61 NESHAP sources. 782 1,023 4,960 5,771 2,918 3,064 2,350 1,160 1,514 756 24,298

6 - = - -

Total # of Asbestos” notifications received by [ ; 775 | 17 974 | 15,441 | 14,847 | 15,042 | 9,085 | 3,072 | 6,013 | 5,570 | 8,588 91,404
EPA or State
Total # of EPA Asbestos Inspections® 0 50 60 2 0 0 0 2 2 35 151
Total # of State Asbestos Inspections6 571 649 5,537 6,805 2,505 1,690 432 2,703 2,688 782 24,362

Total Program Inspections measns multiple inspections (e.g. SIP,MACT, NSR, PSD) at same facility even on the same day each get counted.
Note: Four of the EPA inspections counted in Region 6 were actually conducuted by Region 9 since they were on Indian Lands which Region 9 has jurisdict

2This includes inspections at all size classes (including all minors) and all operating statuses (including permanently and temporarily closed and planne
does not include EPA asbestos inspections which are captured below.

°For a site visit count, inspections of the same type at different CAA programs on the same day are only counted once.
For example, even if three different Air programs were looked at by the EPA on the same day only one inspection would be counted for that day.
However, if there were both a 1A and a 2A inspection on the same day then two inspections would be counted for the site visit count for that day.

“This universe is the subset of the total regulated air universe and only includes those sources for which reporting is required by the Office of Managem
approved Information Collection Request. For example, it does not include inspections at all minors other than Part 61 NESHAP minors, such as dry cleane

inspections at one group of federally reportable sources, NSPS minors, are not counted by this measure. Also, inspections at asbestos sources are exclud
captured below.

State inspections were counted by the pulling on the codes ANT1 = 3A, 5C, 6C.

Asbestos demolition and renovation notification and inspection data pulled from the National Asbestos Registry System.

OECA/0C/EPTDD/ IUTB
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FY 2000 Inspections at Regulated Facilities: EPA and State

RCRA® Reg 1 Reg 2 Reg 3 Reg 4 Reg 5 Reg 6 Reg 7 Reg 8 Reg 9 Reg 10 Total
Total EPA Inspections at entire Universe 56 340 73 194 167 118 214 101 130 131 1,524
Total State Inspections at entire Universe 522 2,583 2,834 6,204 4,003 2,244 1,102 813 493 937 21,735
Total EPA Inspections at UST 161 157 125 38 265 101 118 94 65 61 1,185
Total EPA TSDF Inspections 8 44 15 52 51 16 53 22 20 43 324
Total State TSDF Inspections 31 671 457 1,295 1,002 526 208 125 137 111 4,563
Total EPA LQG Inspections 31 89 28 74 83 46 88 13 59 27 538
Total State LQG Inspections 117 535 801 1,488 1,100 462 207 122 108 288 5,228

'Universe=TSDFs, LQGs, SQGs, Transporters, Non-Notifiers, Other

lean W r A Reg 1 Reg 2 Reg 3 Reg 4 Reg 5 Reg 6 Reg 7 Reg 8 Reg 9 Reg 10 Total
Total # of EPA Inspections at NPDES Majors 59 224 26 49 12 84 54 20 32 80 640
Total # of State Inspections at NPDES Majors? 429 965 1,666 2,061 2,953 713 275 243 356 169 9,830
Total # of EPA Inspections at NPDES Minors 30 87 137 110 29 302 67 93 126 160 1,141
Total # of State Inspections at NPDES Minors 364 3,152 4,392 6,046 9,676 2,431 1,930 851 633 110 29,585
Total # of EPA Inspections at CWA 311 68 208 298 329 36 165 50 95 96 204 1,549
Total # of EPA Inspections at CWA 404 22 21 225 241 54 89 12 28 185 87 964
Total # of EPA Pretreatment Audits and
Inspections® at Approved Pretreatment POTWs 16 24 30 0 0 22 0 10 6 ! 115
Total # of State Pretreatment Audits and
Inspections® at Approved Pretreatment POTWs 1 25 37 362 12 81 22 23 15 19 o7
Total # of EPA Industrial User Inspections® 59 38 68 0 6 2 45 18 27 14 277

2State inspections were counted by pulling on the inspection types, TYPI = C, S, A, B, X, D, R, L, K, W, V, Z, Y and the inspector type, INSP = S, T.
3Inspection types counted: Pretreament Audits and Pretreatment Compliance Inspections.

“Includes EPA industrial user inspections in pretreatment cities pulled from PCS using the inspection comment field (ICOM) and EPA Industrial User inspec
in non-pretreatment cities which was sent manually.

Note: CWA inspection data is for the date range: 7/1/99 - 6/30/00.

OECA/0C/EPTDD/ IUTB
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FY 2000 Inspections at Regulated Facilities: EPA and State

Reg2  Reg3  Reg4  Reg5  Reg6  Reg7  Reg8  Reg 9  Reg 10 Total
98 167 234 53 32 1,366
T . - - T T T L| T T T T T
Total includes 47 Headquarter inspections.
Source: Manual reporting. i i i | ] i i i i i
TSCA Reg 1 ‘ Reg 2 ‘ Reg 3 ‘ Reg 4 ‘ Reg 5 ‘ Reg 6 ‘ Reg 7 ‘ Reg 8 ‘ Reg 9 ‘ Reg 10 Total
220 96 38 317 262 1,400
Total State Inspections 184 146 102 206 115 40 229 139 49 0 1,210
2. - - - L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
Total includes 18 Headquarter inspections.
l l l | l l l l l
E1FRA Reg 1 Reg 2 Reg 3 Reg 4 Reg 5 Reg 6 Reg 7 Reg 8 Reg 9 Reg 10 Total
83 5 0 155 56 799
. 3,037 . 15,974 24,365 . 325 . 943 59,284
Source: FTTS (State FIFRA Inspection are Cooperative Agreement Inpections as reported on Form 5700-H and State Funded Inspections.)
I I I | I I I I I
. Reg2 ., Reg3 , Reg4 . Reg5 , Reg6 , Reg7 , Reg8 , Reg 9 ., Reg 10 Total
105 178 0 74 10 488
Total EPA UIC Inspections 581 2,404 1,115 455 647 94 830 75 26 6,227
Source: Manual reporting. ! ! ! b ! ! ! !
Data Source: EPCRA, FIFRA and TSCA - NCDB
Data Source:SDWA - Manual Inspections at Regulated Facilitl91,172

OECA/0C/EPTDD/IUTB
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FY 2000 Inspection Coverage at Regulated Facilities

CAA Coverage (NSPS/SIP/NESHAP) Region 1 Region 2|Region 3|Region 4 Region 5|Region 6 Region 7 Region 8 Region 9Region 10 Total
a. # oT Wajor, Syntnetic wmmor and aft Part bT NESHAY 2,194 = 3,457 4,491 | 7,566 | 8,208 | 5,152 | 4,545 @ 2,140 2,387 | 1,177 41,317
sources (Universe)

b. # of facilities inspected by EPA or State’ 588 921 3,597 4,458 2,282 2,594 1,975 919 1,369 585 19,288
% inspected by EPA or State in FY 2000 (b/a)  27% 27% 80% 59% 28% 50% 43% 43% 57% 50% 47%
% not inspected in last 3 years by EPA or State 40% 34% 9% 19% 50% 24% 30% 33% 20% 32% 30%

# Majors ‘ 704 ‘ 1,186 ‘ 2,941 ‘ 4,214 ‘ 5,057 ‘ 3,596 ‘ 2,060 ‘ 717 ‘ 2,085 ‘ 536 23,096
% Majors not inspected in last 3 years by EPA or State 23% 20% 9% 14% 44% 22% 21% 17% 19% 26% 23%

# Synthetic Minors ‘ 1,450 ‘ 2,134 ‘ 1,483 ‘ 3,157 ‘ 2,828 ‘ 1,398 ‘ 2,464 ‘ 1,396 ‘ 200 ‘ 615 17,125
% Synthetic Minors not inspected in Tast 3 yearirbgtgzg 48% 39% 7% 23% 61% 26% 38% 42% 4% 37% 36%

# Part 61 NESHAP minors ‘ 40 ‘ 137 ‘ 67 ‘ 195 ‘ 323 ‘ 158 ‘ 21 ‘ 27 ‘ 102 ‘ 26 1,096
% Part 61 NESHAP minors not inspected in Tast 3 years Dy — ggy 71% 27% 69% 53% 56% 57% 52% 72% 50% 59%

EPA or State

The inspection coverage universe does not include planned, under construction, and permanently

Therefore including them would unfairly elevate the denominator when calculating the inspection coverage rate.

2cAA Inspections were counted by the pulling on the codes ANT1 = 1A, 2A , 3A, 5C, 6C.

Note: 3 facilities (Indian Lands) counted in Region 6 were actually insp

closed facilities because there quite a few of these facilities,

Clean Water Act Coverage Region 1 Region 2|Region 3| Region 4 Region 5|Region 6 Region 7 Region 8 Region 9Region 10 Total
a. # of majors (Universe) 470 614 753 1,384 1,147 1,032 386 261 331 298 6,676
b. # majors inspected by EPA or State' 311 509 556 1,223 728 735 259 196 258 205 4,980
% of majors (b/a) inspected 66% 83% 74% 88% 63% 71% 67% 75% 78% 69% 75%
# minors inspected by EPA' 26 76 130 89 28 293 59 75 82 133 991
# minors inspected by State! 232 1,895 2,135 3,861 2,589 2,218 1,640 659 506 98 15,833
# minors inspected by EPA or State' 256 1,948 2,250 3,940 2,613 2,474 1,693 733 584 231 16,722
c. # of approved pretreatment POTWs (universe) 89 81 168 517 265 142 81 62 112 48 1,565
d. # audited by EPA or State® 7 26 47 86 33 40 6 20 13 8 286
% of approved pretreatment POTWs audited (d/c) 8% 32% 28% 17% 12% 28% 7% 32% 12% 17% 18%
e. # inspected by EPA or State® 19 23 20 261 66 58 10 11 6 18 492
% of approved pretreatment POTWs inspected (e/c) 21% 28% 12% 50% 25% 41% 12% 18% 5% 38% 31%
f. # audited or inspected by EPA or State* ‘ 23 49 67 ‘ 346 98 95 15 31 19 ‘ 26 769
% of approved pretreatment POTWs audited or inspigﬁig 26% 60% 40% 67% 37% 67% 19% 50% 17% 54% 49%

1CWA inspections at majors and minors were counted by pulling on the inspection types, TYPI

C, S, A, B, X,D,R, L, K, W, V, Z, Y and the inspector types, "IN

Primary industry (INCL = P) facilities and pretreatment POTWs (PRET = Y) which only received Reconnaissance inspections were backed out of these coverage counts

2CWA audits at approved pretreatment POTWs (inspection type TYPI=G), 3CWA inspections at approved pretreatment POTWs (inspection type TYPI=P), and ‘CWA inspection
pretreatment POTWs (inspection type TYPI=P,G) were all pulled using inspector types,

OECA/0C/EPTDD/ 1UTB

INSP = R, J, S, T, C, N.
Note: CWA inspection data is for the date range: 7/1/99 - 6/30/00.
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FY 2000 Inspection Coverage at Regulated Facilities

RCRA Cover?9 * Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 Region 5 Region 6 Region 7 Region 8 Region 9 Region 10 Totals
263 68 530 64 421 6 87 9 83
| _a. # of TSDF facilities inspected by EPA | 6 | 40 a8 16 18 26
% of TSDF facilities inspected by EPA 15% 5% 9% 7% 4% 21% 6% 31%
% of TSDF facilities inspected by the State 13% 52% 84% 82% 60% 59% 71% 35% 43%
c. # of TSDF fTacilities inspected by EPA or the State * 180 W 466 T 253 79 m 62 1,980
of TSDF facilities inspected by either EPA or the State 16% | 68% I 88% l 88% l 67% l 60% 91% l 40% ' 75% 66%
1 1 B 1 1 1 1
# of LQG (universe) * 1,357 2,554 ' 2,120 ' 3,091 4,928 | 2,198 400 ; 1,965 | 964 20,425
% of LQG facilities inspected by EPA 2% 3% 1% 2% 2% 2% 10% 3% 3% 3% 2%
b. # of LQG facilities inspected by the State 110 454 m 1,072 m 371 155 96 1 192 4,128
% of LQG facilities iInspected by the StateI 8% l 18% 30% 35% 19% 17% 18% 24% 5% 20% 20%
c. # of LOG facilities inspected by EPA or the State 137 5 539 | 659 1,130 1,016 392 i 231 106 5 150 ‘ 217 4577
FIIIIII‘ Fll.lllq Fllllllq r......W
% of LQG facilities inspected by either EPA or the State 10% 21% 31% 37% 21% 18% 27% 27% 8% 23% 22%
 ahopt facA thes tnspectea by £ at GG, CESQC, R R
1108 2.591 1057 o1z 40
at éQé, CESQG, Transpo;ter, Nom—Notifer and Other 390 1,356 1,390 2,668 1,740 1,215 645 579 278 528 10,789

1 Inspection types included; CAO, CDI, CEl, CME, SPL, FRR, NRR, CMS, CSE, OAM, MMB, MMC, MMD.

2 TSDs per HUSUBJCEI.
3 LQGs per HUFULREGGEN w/activity in 5 yrs of BRS 1997.

Total # of facilities inspected by EPA (69,894

Source: IDEA
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EPA Regional Inspection Trend: FY 1994 to FY 2000
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NPMS Set 8 - Compliance Monitoring EOY Report for FY 2000
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